Stephanie Kost

From: John Dyke [jdyke @whoi.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 4:25 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communicationg Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing. to voice my opposition ko any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag”
technology for digital television. As .a consumer and citizen, feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovatiorn, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception eqguipment will enable the studios to tell technoloygists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate,. I would actually be less likely Lo make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and cother eguipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleare do not mandakte breoadcast flag
techneoliogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sircerely,

John Dyke

16 W. Falmouth Hwy
Apt. 22

Falmouth, MA 02540
UsA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Allan Oepping [allan+eff @ pacificwebworks.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 3:47 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan §. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my oppositicn to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
palicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
_can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
ftunctionality. -

1f the FCC isgues a broadceast flag mandate, I would actually e less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast £flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.-

Sincerely,

Allan Oepping

4470 8 Wallace Lane

Salt Lake City, UT 84124
UshA



Stephanie Kost

From: Gorden Tallman [gtallmani1 @cox.net]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 3:34 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: i Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Cemmunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,
I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technolegy for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such. a

policy.would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to wveto features of DIV-

.. reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they

can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

Tf. the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
-investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment. I.will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest. of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technoleogy feor digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Gordon Tallman

350 North Harriosn
#1103

Tucson, AZ 85749
Usa



Stephanie Kost

From: Martin Thomas [martin.thomas @ericsson.com]

Sent; Wednesday, October 29, 2003 3:18 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subiject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functicnality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, .I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eqguipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Martin Thomas
724 Seminole Trl
Allen, TX 75002
USA



Stephanie Kost

From: Justin Chapman [false404@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 3:10 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag”
technolegy for digital television. As a consumery and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and therultimate adoption of:DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in productg that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more. money for inferior
functionality. : o :

If ths FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywcod. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Justin Chapman

3520 W. Entiat Ave
Kennewick, WA 99336
Usa



Stephanie Kost

From: Wayne Indyk [wasmax@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 2:26 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to veoice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “"broadcast flag®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what .new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. .

Sincerely,

Wayne Indyk

4711 Trumbull, Apt. 1
Detroit, MI 48208

USA



Stephanie Kost

From: scott morgan [tiger@gbta.net]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 2:15 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digita! Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

Tf the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually he less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the hehest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely,

scott morgan

816 south iowa ave
Ness City, KS 67560
USA



Stephanie Kost

From: Fritz_Attaway@mpaa.org

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 2:15 PM
To: KAQuinn

Subject: Letter from Jack Valenti re Broadcast Flag

JV letter to Powell
re broadca...

Chairman Powell,

Attached please find an electronic copy of a letter from Jack Valenti regarding
the Broadcast Flag.

Sincerely,

Fritz Attaway

<<JV letter to Powell re broadcast fiag 10-29-03.pdt>>


http://mpaa.org

Stephanie Kost

R
From: Gabriel lovino [giacomo @ greenrain.com)]
Sent: Waeadnesday, October 28, 2003 11:45 AM
To: KAQuinn
Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 2%, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing te voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. BAs a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don’'t necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in wme being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and cother eguipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do nct mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Gabriel Iovino

1750 North Range Rd
Apt D-104
Bloomington, IN 47408
TSA



Stephanie Kost

From: neil messick [neilrmessick @ yahoo.com]

Sent; Wednesday, October 29, 2003 11:26 AM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
44% 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption: of "broadcast flag™
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception egquipment will enable the ‘studios bto tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charyged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a breadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely,

neil messick

630 groff ave
Elizabethtown, PA 17022
usa



Stephanie Kost

From: Victor Works [vworks @ev1.net]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 11:15 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppese a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commigsioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am wricing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to vete features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolegists what new products they
can create., This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. '

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate oroadcaQt flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time. ‘ .

Sincerely,
Victor Works
1118 Oak Lane

Quinlan, TX 75474
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: David Pelland [dave @ davepelland.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 10:25 AM

To: KACinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Conmissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
44% 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adeption of "broadcast flag*
technonlogy for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
‘policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers:
ability to innovate for their customers.: Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the ‘studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers

- like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag maridate, I would actually be less likely to meke an
investment ‘in DTV-capable receivers and other -equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you .for your time.

Sincerely,
David Pelland
3 Laconia Lane

Milford, CT 06460
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Jeremy Bell [lordhas @ hotmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 10:21 AM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strengly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to wveto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the gtudios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged morgz money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lesgss iikely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other squipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag:
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Jeremy Bell
3071 S Co Rd 250E

New Castlie, IN 47362
sk
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Stephanie Kost

From: Alex Bevilacqua [alex.bevilacqua @ sympatico.ca]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 10:03 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan 8. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag”
technology for digital television. As a congumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV..

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV--
reception eqguipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
carn c¢reate. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. :

"If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an-
investment  in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of tollywend. Please do not wmandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for youir time. :

Sincerely,
Alex Bevilacqua
1€ Cogburn Ave

Bast York, ON M4AK 2E7
Canada

13



Stephanie Kost

From: Keith Menard [kmmenard @ cox.net]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 8:49 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robhust, competitive market for consumer -electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’

ability to innovate for their customers. AaAllowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-

reception -equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they

can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers

. like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. ‘

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mecre for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollvweood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Keith Menard
15110 Newport Ave.

Omaha, NE 68116
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: aop4shirley@junc.com

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 8:36 AM

To: Michael Copps; KM KIMWEB; Michael Powell; Kathleen Abernathy; Commissioner Adelstein
Subject; DEMINSKI & DOYLE SHOW

Shirley Nuno
1185 Lincoln Ave.
Palo Alto,CA 94301

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th sSt, 5.W.

Complaints and Political Programming Branch
Enforcement Division, Mass Media Bureau
Washington, DC 20554

This is a formal PROTEST to each of the 5 members of the Federal Communications Commission
concerning the recent 4-1 vote to fine Detroit radic station WKRK a mere $27,500 for the
Jan. 9, 2002 broadcast of the [Demlnskl & Doyle Show.T

I have read an extensive transcript of this broadcast provided by the Parents Television
Counicil [provided below], and it is c¢lear that this broadcast constituted prolonged,
flagrant, reckless and irresponsible indecency.

This stationils license should be revoked.
1 agree with FCC Commissioner Michael Copps that a fine of just $27,500 is a mere Uslap on

the wristilespecially considering the wvast financial assets of WKRKﬂs corpora*e parents,
Infinity Breoadcasting and Viacom.

To these corporations, $27,500 is an insignificant amount »f money and therefore no
deterrent against future indecent broadcasts.

Infinity has already paid more than $1.5 million in previous FCC indecency fines, and yet
its stations such as WKRK continue to spew such indecency.

This new [slap on the wrist(l fine will do nothing to reduce broadcast indecency. In fact,
the FCC would be giving WKRK and other stations an implicit [green lightd to continue
broadcasting gross indecency without fear of the consequences.

As a tax-paying citizen whose interests the FCC is supposed to serve by enforcing the
Federal law against broadcast indecency, I DEMAND:

O That the FCC immediately convene a new hearing to consider revocation of WKRK(Is
broadcast license;

r That you vote FOR revocation of the license at such hearing;

il

And that each of you notify me, personally, of the action you have taken in this
case and will take in other cases of broadcast indecency to enforce the law. The days of
ignoring broadcast indecency and non-enforcement of the law at the FCC must end NOW! .

Sincerely,

Shirley Nuno

15


mailto:aop4shirley@juno.com

Stephanie Kost

From: Bruce Teer [deman2003 @ aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 8:16 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstain _

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers:
‘ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-.
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. : - :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
lnvestment in DTV-capahle recelvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices-
that limit my rightsz at the behest of Hollyweod. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techrnology for digital television. Thank wou for your time.

Sinceraly,
Bruce Tear
2660 South State Road 15

Wabash, IN 46992
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Christopher Nelson [cnelson11 @wi.rr.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 6:15 AM

To: KAQuinn '

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 29, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of 'broadcast flag"”
technology for digital televigion. As a.consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV~
- reception equipment will enable the ‘studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually -want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC lilssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less lik=ly to make an
Ainvestment in DTV-capable receivers and othsr equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast tlag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Christopher Nelson
1352 W Sunset Rd Apt 320

Port Washington, WI 53074
usa
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Stephanie Kost

A
From: David B Carro!l {d.b.c.public@rcn.com}
Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 3:49 AM
To: Commissioner Adelstein
Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

QOctober 29, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan §. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

"I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, c¢onsumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they .
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in. me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

Lf the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment..in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will ot pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flay
technology for digital television. Thank you for your tiwe.-

Sincerely,
David B Carroll
32 Partridge Road

Lexington, MA 02420
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Robert Brammer [rmbram2 @ uky.edu}

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 12:59 AM

To: KAQinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commigsioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 1Z2th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I anm writing to voice my cpposition to any PCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technolegy for digital television. BAs a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly cthat such a
pcelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A rcbust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios. to veto features of DTV~
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what. aew products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. '

If vhe FCC issues a breadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that 1imit my rights at the beghest of Hollywond. Please do not mandate. oroadga t flag
techneology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincereivy,
Robert Bramner
413 E. Maxwell, APT. A

Lexington, KY 40508
Ush
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Stephanie Kost

From: Brian Greenberg [bjg@acm.org)

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 12:14 AM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, .consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DIV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will resgult in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
‘like me actually want. and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investmant -in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment. I will not pay mere for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywecod. Please do not mandate broadcast fla
technology for digital television. Thank you for your tine. . .

Sincerely,
Brian Greenberg
4135 Hudson Drive

Hoffman Estates, IL 60195
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: richard hopkins [hoppy@bigpond.net.au]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 1158 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer elzctrenics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios 'to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and i1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandatp broadcast flag
cechnology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
richard hopkins
52 lawless drive

cranbourne, 3977
Australia
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Stephanie Kost

From: Ryan Maheoney [ryan @flowlabs.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 11:35 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commigsioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jeonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that. such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what aew products they
can ¢reate. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. S

If the FCC issues a kroadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other =zquipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit sy rights at the hehest of Hollywocd. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time. o :

Sincerely,
Ryan Mahoney
25-31 44th St. Apt 2ZR

Astoria, NY 11103
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Peter Chiudil [pchludil@ hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, Cctober 28, 2003 11:29 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Ahbernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers.  Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- -
reception equipment will enhakle the studios to tell technologists.what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me. actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate; T would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rightsg at the behest of Hollywood. Plsase do not mandate broadcaszst flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Peter Chludil
12050 Baumgartner Rd

Saint Charles, MI 48655
Usa

23



Stephanie Kost

From: Stephen McNicholas [menicholas @ mail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 11:02 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated acdoption of "broadcast: £lag"-
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
" reception equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me :actually want, and it could result. in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will neot pay more for devicas
that 1imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital celevision. Thank you for your time. .

Sincerely,
Stephen McNicholas
711 ne tudeor rd

Lees Summit, MO 64086
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Lynn Jennings [Imjennings44094 @yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 10:17 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadeast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

Uctober 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen . Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to volce my opposition Lo any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technelogy for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A vobust, competitive market for consumer electrcnics must ke rooted in manufacturers’
ability toc innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto .features of DIV-
‘reception eguipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they -
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functicnality.

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually.be less likely to make an
invegtment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will nct pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywecd. Pizase do not mandate broadcast. flag .
cechnology for digital televigion. Thank you for your time.' : . . o

Sincerely,
Lynn Jennings
£399 San Ignacio Ave.

Ban Jose, CA 931192
USA
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